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Vol. XXIX, No. 5; May, 1935, Supplement. 


STATEMENT TO MEMBERS 


The American Society for Psychical Research, its members and the 
public have been victimized by a conspiracy of certain of its members with 
the Editor of the Journal to procure a fraudulent publication of the views 
of the conspirators as being the views of the Society. 


The object of the conspiracy was accomplished in the May number 
of the Journal under the Editorial Notes. (Vol. XXIX, No. 5; May, 1935, 
pp. 130-134.) 


This supplement to the May number of the Journal is published to 
state the facts for the information of our members. 


By long standing resolution of the Board of Trustees the Editor of 
the Journal was under instructions to submit to the Executive Committee 
and the officers of the Society all material proposed to be published in the 
Journal. 


On January 1, 1935 Mr. Bond addressed a letter to the President of 
the Society which is published herewith as Exhibit I, together with the 
President’s reply thereto marked Exhibit II. Following this exchange of 
letters Mr. Bond was verbally instructed that no material whatever relat- 
ing to the Margery Mediumship should be published in the Journal with- 
out first being authorized by the Executive Committee of the Board. These 
instructions were by way of specific confirmation of the standing rule as 


applied to the Margery Mediumship to avoid any misunderstanding on the 
Matter. 


On May 9, 1935 Mr. Button received through the mail in regular 
course a copy of the May number of the Journal and on the same day a 
letter from Mr. Bond dated May 8, 1935 which is published herewith as 
Exhibit III together with the letter to Mr. Bond dated April 30, 1935 
signed by seven members of the Society, marked Exhibit IV. 
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The “private source” of information referred to in Mr. Bond's letter 
of January 1, 1935, was, according to our information, a member of the 
British Society for Psychical Research then visiting in the United States, 
and Mr. Arthur Goadby. The conspiracy to palm off on the members of 
the A. S. P. R. the views of these persons as being those held by the So- 
ciety obviously began at least as early as January 1935. 


Upon the publication of the April 1935 Proceedings of The British 
S. P. R., and before any copy of it or of Dr. Cummins’ article therein had 
been seen by the officers of the A. S. P. R. or by any of its Trustees, or by 
its Research Consultant, Mr. Thorogood, the conspirators executed their 
plot secretly and with the utmost haste. 


The Editor absented himself from the office of the Society and with 
deliberation avoided any contact or opportunity of contact with the Presi- 
dent and other officers of the Society for fear that what was afoot might 
be discovered and thwarted. This Mr. Bond himself has admitted. The 
conspirators succeeded to the extent of procuring the printing and mail- 
ing of the May number containing Mr. Bond’s “Editorial Note” on “The 
‘Walter’ Thumbprint Controversy.” 


On May 11, 1935 a Special Meeting of the Board of Trustees was 
held at which the facts herein stated were presented, and a resolution was 
unanimously voted removing Mr. Bond as Editor and discharging him 
from his employment by the Society. Other avenues of redress open to 
the Society are being considered. 


The views of the Cummins Report expressed by Mr. Bond are not 
the views of the A. S. P. R. The Board of Trustees and the officers of 
the Society have every confidence in the integrity and soundness of the 
Report of Mr. Thorogood on the “Walter” fingerprint phenomena pub 
lished as Vol. XXII of the Proceedings of the Society. Mr. Bond’s com 
ments are repudiated in whole and in each and every part, and regret is 
hereby expressed to our members that they have been imposed upon. 


A complete discussion of the Cummins report will be published in 
due course, but without haste. 


This statement is published by direction of the Board of Trustees. 


EXHIBIT I 


AMERICAN SOCIETY FOR PSYCHICAL RESEARCH, INC. 
Fifteen Lexington Avenue 
New York 


January 1st. 1935. 
William H. Button, Esqre. 


27 Cedar Street. N.Y.C. 


Dear Mr. Button: 


I have just learned from a private source which I consider reliable that the Lon- 
don S$.P.R. have decided to publish an expert communique on no less than four speci- 
mens of the “Walter” right thumbprint held in England, which have not at any time 
been in the hands of Mr. Dudley. These are found, I understand, to be exact replicas 
of the “Kerwin” thumb with the rod in centre and not the staple; and, as I gather, 


without variations in the delta such as Mr. Thorogood adduced in support of his 
theory. 


One, at least, of these impressions, seems to have been in Mr. Thorogood’s hands 
as far back as 1930. Why so crucial a piece of evidence should have been ignored, 
by him I fail to understand. Its omission—for whatever cause—must be held fatal 
to the value of his record as an impartial survey of the facts. If this finding of the 
S.P.R. be substantiated, it will cause the collapse of the whole structure of the argu- 
ment so laboriously set forth in our recent volume of Proceedings. 


I have, as I think you must be aware, for some time past entertained grave doubts 
as to whether the cause of the Crandon mediumship was not being injured rather 
than helped by the way in which it has been handled. The marshalling of facts has 


been too partial, and the method of treatment too suggestive of an advocacy ‘of a 
Special view. 


Until now, there was some hope that the views endorsed by the Committee 
might win through, if only by sheer insistence in forming a nucleus of opinion. Now, 
however, there is no such hope. We are faced with a situation which calls for imme- 
diate attention. The publication of this Report by a Society which, whatever its 
faults, is still regarded as the leading authority in Psychic Research will not fail to 
be most detrimental both to the repute of the mediumship and to our Society. There 
is but one way out—to forestall it by a publication of our own, and this will save 


our face. In such publication the facts must be frankly acknowledged at whatever 
sacrifice. 


As Editor of the Journal I am prepared to undertake this if you, as President, 
will consent to give me a free hand. If so, I can save the situation and rid you of 
an incubus. But I must act at once and the January Journal must carry it. If you 
so desire, 1 am ready to accept personal responsibility for its appearance and con- 
tents; but I would like to hear from you at once and if the text can be ready before 
next week, so much the better. I shall protect the medium and our Committee to 
the utmost but the scientific betrayal must be condemned. 


I think it would be advisable to withhold the Minthorn report until this is cleared, 


and I would like to see it recast under other auspices for the sake of all interests con- 
cerned. 


Sincerely yours, 
Fredk. Bligh Bond 


EXHIBIT IT 


January 2, 1935. 
Mr. F. Bligh Bond, 
15 Lexington Avenue, 
New York, New York. 


My dear Mr. Bond: 


I have your letter of January Ist, 1935, in which you speak of the precarious 
position now occupied by the Society and state that the facts must be frankly acknowl- 
edged at whatever sacrifice and refer to some scientific betrayal on the part of some- 
body that must be condemned, all growing out of the fact that the British S.P.R. 
intends to publish some symposium on fingerprints. I would say that the Committee 
shares neither your conclusions nor your apprehensions. They have every confidence 
in Mr. Thorogood and the soundness of his report. They also feel that it will be 
time enough to answer any adverse criticism when such criticism has appeared, if any 
answer is necessary. In short, the Committee feels that your offer to save the So- 
ciety and the faces of the Committee is superfluous as no such necessity presents itself. 


Very truly yours, 


W. H. Button 
WHB/VW 
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EXHIBIT 


15 Lexington Avenue 
New York City, N. Y. 


May 8th, 1935 


Dear Mr. Button, 


Please regard this letter as unofficial, and written for your information only. 


In the letter which I wrote you on New Year’s Day, I gave you timely warning. 
of an impending publication which would be likely to entail serious consequences to 
the A.S.P.R., and in particular to those principally concerned in the controversial 
issue on the “Walter” thumbprints. I begged that I might be allowed to forestall 
this by a publication of our own which would protect legitimate interests by a frank 
disclaimer of the unscientific and incompetent elements in the research. 


Your reply, dated Jan. 2nd, unfortunately gave me no hope whatever that my 
effort to rectify the position of our Society by voluntary action would be considered. 


The anticipated publication has now taken place and gravely compromises the 
Society, as Dr. Cummins’ Report will be accepted as conclusive not only by the sci- 
entific world but by all reasonable people. It entirely exonerates Mr. Dudley from 
all complicity in the presentation of dubious material and, by implication points to 
ar sther source for the “confusions” which loom so largely in the whole course of the 
iivestigation. 


Shortly after the circulation of Dr. Cummins’s Report, I received an influentially 
signed request—to which the names of Dr. James Hyslop’s living representatives were 
appended—that I should without delay give our Journal’s readers a summary of the 
Report in question. This I was obviously bound to do, if only to make it clear to 
the world that our Society will not for a moment tolerate an unethical position as re- 
gards Mr. E. E. Dudley, whose honou> has been cruelly aspersed by what is now 
shown to be a false and lying inuendo. 


I recognized the difficulty of any retreat from the positive position which you, 
in your letter to me, and in official publications also, had taken up; and that there 
was no alternative for me but to relieve you and your colleagues of all responsibility 
in an impasse involving the good name of the Society by publishing at once a frank 
editorial disclaimer and apology to the injured party, together with the summary of 
Dr. Cummins’s Report. This I have therefore done as a moral duty and without 
regard of any personal consequences. I do not propose to enter into any argument 
in defence of my position. I am not proposing to resign my office of Editor. It is 
open to you, as President, either to endorse my action or to use such prerogative pow- 
ers as you may possess to dismiss me if you can find lawful grounds. I reserve the 
right to make our correspondence public should occasion demand. 


Yours very truly, 


Fredk. Bligh Bond. 
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EXHIBIT IV 


Letter of the Voting Members of the A.S.P.R. to the Editor of the Journal, 
following the publication of Dr. Cummins’s Report on the “Walter-Kerwin” thumb- 
prints in the April 1935. Proc. S. P. R. 


* * 


New York, 
April 30th, 1935. 


To the Editor of 
The Journal of the ASPR. 


Dear Sir, 


The attention of the undersigned Voting Members of the A.S.P.R. has been 
called to the Joint Article by Mr. W. H. Salter and Professor Harold Cummins on 
the subject of the “Walter” thumbprints appearing in the Proceedings of the London 
§.P.R. for the current month. The facts and conclusions marshalled in this Paper 
constitute an indictment of the methods and competence of the investigation which 
has for so long a time been applied to this question by a Committee partly controlled 
by our Society, and create for our Society a serious position which cannot be ignored. 


In particular, a question of moral justice to Mr. E. E. Dudley is involved, as he 
has been mistakenly accused of the crime of substitution or alteration of evidence. It 
is now clear that he is innocent and should be vindicated publicly 


Since the Proceedings of the London S.P.R. do not circulate in America widely, 
and much detrimental comment in the press at large is likely to ensue upon this pub- 
lication, we are of opinion that the Journal of our Society, as its representative organ, 
should carry in its forthcoming issue a sufficiently detailed summary of the actual 
facts discovered in regard to the alleged “Walter” thumbprints, and a generous ex- 
pression of regret that Mr. Dudley should have been the victim of so unhappy an er- 


ror of judgment. We ask you, therefore, as Editor, to assure the fulfilment of our 
desire as above stated. 


We are, dear sir, 
Faithfully yours, 
(Signed) 
M. WINIFRED HYSLOP ESTELLE H. WARNER 
GEORGE H. HYSLOP MARJORIE V. L. HUDSON 
GERTRUDE OGDEN TUBBY LOUISE HAMILTON JACOB 
ARTHUR GOADBY 
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